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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the claim 30 docking station and 
claim 28 battery units, one with wire must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). 
No new matter should be entered. If asserted to be present in the figs these items should be 
pointed out by fig no and numeral 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim 19 is objected to, "the docking point circuit boards" has no antecedent basis. 
Claim page 26 , lines 12,13 suggest lines be changed to — the circuitry, the docking points and 
the attached modules — to more clearly refer to those items 
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Specification and drawings objected to, for figures 6 A, 18, use of the module latch is not 
clearly presented. In both figs, no item 67 is noted by numeral, no numeral used for the spring. 
Figure 6b numeral 5 1 should be added and this figure does not provide a space for movement to 
right of bar 51, compare to figure 18. 

In addition just how lock bar 5 1 is used to lock to the part 67 is not clearly discussed. It 
appears that "parts 58 would fit under flanges on projection 67" but this is not clearly stated in 
specification , see page 19. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 10-17, 22, 23, 26-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
anticipated by Kita or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Kita alone or 
Kita taken in view of Kim and Jeon and Hirsch. 

3. For claims, 1, 33 Kita device, figures 1, 18, 5, 15, 16 etc includes a strap 4,5 with plural 
docking points ( see figure 1 A mainly and also figs 18 A, 25 A 38 ,) for plural modules 
80, 81, 82, 84, etc a clasp at leadlines 67, 68, 70 (connector 70 embedded in the clasp ) 
figures 15, A, B to enable the strap to be opened and closed, conductors 68, 70, etc in 
clasp to enable connection to be made. Note that use of fasteners 67 provides a clasp. 
Wires or circuitry 41,51 are joined to the docking points and to the connector 70 , the 
docking points providing a mechanical mechanism figure 17 at 42 to enable modules to 
be joined to the docking points. While Kita adequate should issue arise for these or for 
any claims recited feature deemed obvious variation under 35 USC 103. 

4. As further alternative should the clasp aspect be at issue, Hirsh noted to show clasp in 
figure 2. Obvious to use such type clasp with direct connection to wires in Kita for low cost 
manufacture. 
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5. In addition, as another alternative should the module locking be at issue, Kim figures 3, 6 
at 230, 300 and Jeon figure 19 at 542 show locking means for module 22. Obvious to use either 
such type latch in Kita for greater security of locking. Claims 2, 4, 5, 6, 11, 12, 16, 17, 22, 26, 
28, 29 are basically to specific module types and uses of the strap , either taught by Kita or which 
do not define unobviously over Kita which suggests use with all sorts of known modules. For 
claim 10 note figure 18B microphone 211, also chips and batteries are standard components of 
electronic modules. . For claim 13, note figure 25 A and disclosure, column 16, of use of these 
modules for wireless signals. 

For claims 23, 33 note spring button of Kim at 300 and also that module would be slid to remove 
230 from 510 ( for claim 33 such button is also release means). Also, as alternative for claims 
23, 33, Jeon figure 19 includes slidable module 22 and spring button 551 to aid release. Obvious 
to use any of these in Kita for better retention 

6. For claim 15, Kita contact parts 91-94, figure 16-17 are readable as prongs. As 
alternative also obvious to use the resilient prongs 801-804 on the strap to engage pads on the 
modules For claim 14, Kita, figure 67 is applied; reference to "tubular" defines no new result 
over belt 6002 and is deemed obvious variation. For claim 27, in figure 17 , each contact 91- 
94 can be read as docking point. . For claim 3 1 any module is readable as a filler unit and 
some are shown to include lights (LCDs). 

7. Claims 3, 7, 9, 28, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
references as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Spornand Sakamoto. 

8. For claims 3, 7-9, 28, Kita at 875 use earpieces with wires but does not discloses strap 
support for these items. Sporn, figure 2 uses such straps support for item 17 and wire 15. 
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Obvious to so form Kita to enable greater convenience having attached earpiece. Use of other 
known earpieces deemed obvious variations. For claim 30, obvious to include a docking station 
as in Sakamoto figure 8 to enable battery recharging. 

9. Claims 18, 20, 21, 24, 25 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

10. For above rejections just which dependent claims are separately at issue and which are to 
stand of fall with decision as to parent claim 1 should be indicated in next response 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Neil Abrams at 
telephone number 571-272-2089 
/Neil Abrams/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2839 



